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constitute domicile, there would generally seem to be required, among 
other things, coincidence of intention to make a home at a certain place 
and physical presence in that place ; whereas " residence," if the con- 
flicting decisions of the courts can be reconciled, means physical presence 
chiefly, the intention playing little or no part. In the Belgian law the 
word "residence" appears but once and then in its appropriate garb, 
while " domicile " is properly used in a dozen places. This should be 
compared with the recent American laws on nationality, in which the 
word " residence " is almost exclusively used, though apparently at times 
in the sense of " domicile." 



THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE 

The Fourth International American Conference, which will be held at 
Buenos Aires in July of this year, will be one of the most important 
gatherings of its kind which has ever been held upon the Western Hemi- 
sphere. That its importance is generally recognized is evidenced by the 
character of the men whom the different American governments are 
appointing as delegates. The very best men in the public, professional 
and business life of these nations will make up the Conference, and 
should reach conclusions which will be of benefit to all America. The 
United States delegation is headed by Honorable Henry White, who has 
served twenty-seven years in the diplomatic service and held as his last 
position the ambassadorship to France. The other members are Colonel 
E. H. Crowder of the United States Army, who has distinguished himself 
in the legal constructive work of the Philippines and Cuba; Lewis Nixon, 
who is one of the leading business men of New York and who has also 
made a close study of international relations; John Bassett Moore, who 
is one of the best known authorities on arbitration and has written many 
books on international law; Dr. Bernard Moses, who was a member of 
the Philippine Commission when President Taft was Chairman of it and 
who has been long associated with the University of California ; Dr. Paul 
Samuel Beinsch, who was a delegate of the United States to the last Pan- 
American Conference in Bio de Janeiro and to the Pan-American 
Scientific Congress in Santiago; Lamar Charles Quintero, who is one of 
the principal lawyers of New Orleans, and David Kinley, dean of the 
faculty of the University of Illinois. 

Many important subjects will come before the Conference for considera- 
tion and action, as will be shown by the full programme which follows: 
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Programme of the Fourth International Conference of the American 
Republics to be held at Buenos Aires, Argentine Republic, July 9, 
1910. 

I. The organization of the Conference. 
II. Commemoration of the Argentine National Centenary and of the 
Independence of the American Eepublics as suggested by the 
fact that many of those nations celebrate their national cen- 
tenaries in 1910 and neighboring years. 

III. Submission and consideration of the reports of each delegation 

as to the action of their respective governments upon the Beso- 
Iutions and Conventions of the Third Conference held at Eio 
de Janeiro in July, 1906, including a report upon the results 
accomplished by the Pan-American Committees and the con- 
sideration of the extension of their functions. 

IV. Submission and consideration of the report of the Director of the 

International Bureau of the American Republics, together with 
consideration of the present organization and of recommenda- 
tions for the possible extension and improvement of its effi- 
ciency. 
V. Eesolution expressing appreciation to Mr. Andrew Carnegie of 
his generous gift for the construction of the new building of the 
American Eepublics in Washington. 
VI. Eeport on the progress which has been made on the Pan-American 
Eailway since the Eio Conference, and consideration of the 
possibility of cooperative action among the American Eepublics 
to secure the completion of the system. 
VII. Consideration of the conditions under which the establishment of 
more rapid mail, passenger and express steamship service be- 
tween the American Eepublics can be secured. 
VIII. Consideration of measures which will lead to uniformity among 
the American Eepublics in consular documents and the techni- 
cal requirements of customs regulations, and also in census and 
commercial statistics. 
IX. Consideration of the recommendations of the Pan-American 
Sanitary Congresses in regard to Sanitary Police and quaran- 
tine and of such additional recommendations as may tend to 
the elimination of preventable diseases. 
X. Consideration of a practicable arrangement between the American 
Eepublics covering patents, trade-marks and copyrights. 
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XI. Consideration of the continuance of the treaties on Pecuniary 
Claims after their expiration. 
XII. Consideration of a plan to promote the interchange of professors 
and students among the universities and academies of the 
American Eepublics. 
XIII. Eesolution in appreciation of the Pan-American Scientific Con- 
gress held in Santiago, Chile, 1909. 
XIV. Eesolution instructing the Governing Board of the International 
Bureau of the American Eepublics to consider and recommend 
the manner in which the American Eepublics may see fit to 
celebrate the opening of the Panama Canal. 
XV. Future Conferences. 

BAIL IN EXTRADITION CASES 

The recent case of In re Mitchell, decided by the District Court for 
the Southern District of New York, June 30, 1909 (see Judicial De- 
cisions, this Journal, p. 484), involved the increasingly recurring 
question of the right of our courts to grant bail in extradition cases. 
In this case the District Judge, on the authority of Wright v. Henkel, 
190 IT. S. 40 (see this Journal, Vol. 1, p. 202), granted bail to a 
defendant held under extradition process initiated by the Government 
of Great Britain upon what seems to have been a charge of larceny 
committed within the Dominion of Canada. The judge justified his 
action in granting bail in this particular case on the ground that 

It seems to me that the hardship here upon the imprisoned person is so great 
as to make peremptory some kind of enlargement at the present time, for the 
purpose only of free consultation in the conduct of the civil suit upon which his 
whole fortune depends. Those special circumstances alone move me to allow Kim 
to bail, and his enlargement is to be limited strictly to the period of that suit. 
As soon as that is terminated he must be returned to the Tombs prison to await 
the determination of the commissioner upon the extradition proceedings. * * * 
I am also moved to this disposition from the fact that he has long known of 
these proposed proceedings and has made no effort to avoid them or to escape. 

Waiving for the moment the question as to whether or not the in- 
terpretation placed by the court upon Wright v. Henkel is correct, it 
should be observed that in granting bail to the fugitive the court does 
not appear to have taken into consideration or at least to have been con- 
trolled by any of the ordinary questions usually considered in granting 
bail in criminal cases. For example it seems to be quite well established 



